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Military  Policy  Jeopardizing  Our  Democracy 


The  escalating  violence  unleashed  by  the  U.S.  in 
response  to  the  Sept.  11, 2001,  attacks  and  the  2003 
Iraq  invasion  is  now  spinning  out  of  control.  The 
U.S.  has  detained  hundreds  of  suspected  terrorists 
and  insurgents  without  trial,  used  torture  in  an  effort 
to  humiliate  and  obtain  information  from  detainees, 
and  employed  disproportionate  levels  of  violence  in 
many  military  operations,  most  notably  in 
destroying  the  city  of  Fallujah.  Military  planners 
within  the  Pentagon  reportedly  are  even  now 
actively  considering  the  so-called  Salvador  Option — 
turning  loose  U.S.-funded  irregular  forces  to  hunt 
down  and  assassinate  insurgent  leaders  and 
suspected  sympathizers. 

The  violence  in  Iraq  and  in  the  "war  on  terror"  has 
escalated  to  a  point  where  many  policymakers  now 
think  that  only  more  extreme  violence  will  bring 
victory.  We  hear  from  policymakers  and  pundits 
that  the  "enemies"  of  the  U.S.  are  all-powerful,  all- 
threatening,  and  all-violent  and  will  do  anything  to 
win.  Therefore,  the  U.S.  must  be  willing  to  do 
anything  to  defeat  them.  "It's  time  to  take  the  gloves 
off,"  they  say. 

Democracy  in  Jeopardy 

The  idea  that  the  U.S.  must  "toughen-up"  is  self¬ 
destructive  and  self-defeating.  By  repeatedly 
side-stepping  established  rules  of  war,  the  Bush 
administration  has  not  only  caused  irreparable  harm 
to  the  U.S.  internationally  and  put  military 
personnel  and  traveling  Americans  at  risk,  it  has 
also  put  our  own  democracy  in  jeopardy. 

The  escalation  of  violence  by  the  U.S.  in  Iraq  and 
elsewhere  is  an  anathema  to  our  country’s 
democratic  principles.  The  preeminent  function  of  a 
constitutional  democracy  is  to  control  and  restrain 


all  forms  of  violence  in  the  name  of  preserving 
human  dignity  and  freedom.  "The  care  of  human 
life  and  happiness,  and  not  their  destruction," 
Thomas  Jefferson  said,  "is  the  first  and  only  object  of 
good  government." 

Earlier  Presidents  Advised  Caution 

Previous  U.S.  presidents  realized  that  a  protracted 
and  unrestrained  war  may  lead  to  the  demise  of  the 
democracy.  On  the  eve  of  his  second  inauguration 
in  1917,  Woodrow  Wilson  expressed  doubt  that  the 
Constitution  could  sur\ave  the  First  World  War. 
Dwdght  D.  Eisenhower,  in  his  farewell  address  to  the 
nation,  warned  that  the  Cold  War  military  complex 
could  "endanger  our  liberties  or  democratic 
processes." 

Former  presidents  understood  that  once  violence 
becomes  uncontrolled,  the  original  goals  of 
protecting  human  dignity  and  freedom  are  usurped 
by  vengeance,  hatred,  greed,  and  pride.  Yet  the 
current  administration  and  Congress  continue  to 
militarize  policy  and  spending  priorities.  They 
apparently  do  not  see  that  our  democracy  depends 
on  the  de-militarization  of  policy  and  spending. 

There  is  no  easy  way  to  escape  the  current  situation. 
Salvaging  democracy  in  the  midst  of  war  will 
require  dramatic  shifts  in  policy  and  practice. 
Concentrated  citizen  action  is  needed.  Unless  the 
people  hold  policymakers  accountable  and  compel 
them  to  act  responsibly,  the  war  system  will 
continue  to  erode  democracy.  This  edition  of  the 
Washington  Newsletter  highlights  some  of  the  specific 
threats  to  democracy  that  require  citizen  action. 
Please  join  with  FCNL  and  help  build  a  better 
democracy  based  on  respect  for  the  inherent  dignity 
of  all  human  beings.  ■ 
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Frequently  Asked  Questions 
About  the  War  in  Iraq 

Q  -  FCNL  is  calling  for  Congress  to  pass  a  resolution  stating:  "It  is  the  policy 
of  the  United  States  to  withdraw  all  U.S.  militari/  forces  and  bases  from  Iraq." 
Won't  this  embolden  the  anti-U.S.  forces  in  Iraq,  leading  them  to  think  that,  if 
they  just  fight  a  little  harder,  the  U.S.  will  leave,  and  then  they  will  win? 

A  -  Making  clear  that  the  U.S.  does  not  have  a  long-term  imperial  or  oil 
interest  in  Iraq  would  help  undermine  the  insurgency  and  could  be  an 
important  step  in  breaking  the  cycle  of  violence. 

Iraq  is  a  very  diverse  nation,  with  many  different  communities  that 
have  often  not  worked  well  together.  But  Iraqi  anger  at  the  U.S.  troop 
presence  and  the  photos  of  U.S.  soldiers  torturing  Iraqi  detainees  have 
unified  many  historically  adversarial  communities  behind  the  goal  of 
expelling  the  U.S.  forces. 

Q  -  Isn't  there  a  danger  that  talking  about  withdrawal  and  criticizing  the  war 
while  we  have  troops  on  the  ground  in  Iraq  will  undermine  the  morale  of  our 
troops  by  sending  them  a  signal  that  we  don't  support  them? 

A  -  Public  debate  and  questioning — especially  during  wartime — are  the 
essence  of  government  accountability  in  a  democracy.  Sen.  John 
McCain  (AZ),  who  fought  in  Vietnam  and  was  a  prisoner  of  war  for  five 
years,  recently  said  in  response  to  this  question  that  our  troops  are  fight- 

(continued  on  page  3) 


Witness  in  Washington 
Lobby  Weekend 

Show  your  family's  values  to  Congress.  Come  to  FCNL  and  the  William 
Penn  House's  second  annual  Family  Witness  in  Washington  Lobby 
Weekend  March  12-14,  2005.  Everyone  is  welcome— all  types  of  families! 
Inter-generational  groups  will  engage  their  members  of  Congress  about 
the  Iraq  War,  civil  liberties,  and  Native  American  rights.  You'll  feel 
confident  because  your  FCNL  staff  will  brief  you,  train  you,  and  provide 
effective  "talking  points"  for  your  lobby  visits.  Make  your  own 
appointments  at  congressional  offices  prior  to  the  event. 

At  $50  per  person  for  the  weekend  sessions,  it's  a  bargain  which 
includes  some  meals  but  not  transportation  or  housing.  Stay  with 
friends,  reserv^e  a  hotel  room  or,  if  you  wish  to  stay  at  the  William  Penn 
House,  please  contact  them  at  (202)  543-5560  or 
www.wmpennhouse.org. 

Individuals  between  the  ages  of  18  and  35  will  have  a  second 
opportunity  to  lobby  during  FCNL's  annual  "Young  Adult  Spring 
Lobby  Weekend,"  April  16-18. 

For  more  information  or  to  register  for  either  event,  please  email 
jennifer@fcnl.org  or  call  Jennifer  at  202-547-6000  xl40  (toll-free  800-630- 
1330).  ■ 
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More  Questions  on  the  Iraq  War 


ing  in  Iraq  precisely  to  preserve  the  right  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  debate  issues  such  as  the  merits  of  this  war. 

Q  -  Whether  you  supported  or  opposed  the  invasion  of 
Iraq,  it  happened.  Nozv  the  U.S.  must  face  the  conse¬ 
quences.  Doesn't  the  United  States  have  a  responsibility 
to  remain  in  Iraq,  restore  security,  protect  civilians,  and 
help  stabilize  the  country? 

A  -  The  U.S.  has  moral  and  legal  obligations  to 
reconstruct  Iraq  through  appropriate  multinational, 
national,  and  Iraqi  agencies.  Under  international 
law,  the  U.S.,  as  the  occupying  power,  is  obliged  to 
maintain  government  services,  ensure  physical  secu¬ 
rity,  and  return  real  sovereignty  to  the  people  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  occupying  power  cannot  arbi¬ 
trarily  change  the  social,  economic,  religious,  or 
political  systems.  As  of  January  2005,  the  U.S.  had 
not  met  any  of  these  responsibilities. 

★  ★  ★  ★  ★ 

"Iraqi  anger  at  U.S.  troop  presence  and  the  sys¬ 
temic  murder  and  torture  of  innocent  Iraqis  has 
spun  irretrievably  out  of  control.  The  only  way 
out  is  immediate  withdrawal." 

-  William  Odom,  retired  Army  general 
★  ★  ★  ★  ★ 

Q  -  /  didn't  support  the  invasion  of  Iraq.  But  now  that 
we  are  there,  I  believe  we  should  stay  and  get  the  job  done. 
Shouldn't  the  United  States  send  additional  troops  to  sta¬ 
bilize  the  situation? 

A  -  More  troops  are  not  the  answer.  Defeating  the 
current  insurgency  militarily  may  not  even  be  possi¬ 
ble.  But  even  to  try  would  require  a  troop  strength 
of  250,000  or  more  staying  for  a  decade.  This  is 
unlikely  to  happen,  and,  because  of  the  inevitable 
civilian  casualties,  it  would  not  be  recommendable. 

Q  -  In  the  current  situation,  with  the  Iraqi  security  forces 
essentially  not  functioning,  isn't  there  a  danger  that  Iraq 
will  disintegrate  into  civil  war? 

A  -  The  administration  has  argued  that  it  is  seeking 
to  establish  a  sufficient  level  of  security  and  stability 
so  that  Iraqis  can  take  over  the  military  and  political 
functions.  But  many  people,  including  retired  U.S. 
General  William  Odom,  now  believe  that  the  longer 
U.S.  troops  remain  in  Iraq,  the  greater  the  instability 
and  the  greater  the  possibility  that  the  country  will 
disintegrate  into  civil  war. 


★  ★  ★  ★  ★ 

"Any  appearance  of  a  permanent  occupation  will 
both  undermine  domestic  support  here  in  the  United 
States  and  play  directly  into  the  hands  of  those  in 
the  Middle  East  who — however  wrongly — suspect 
us  of  imperial  design.  A  public  announcement  of 
some  kind  of  gradual  withdrawal  agreement  could 
give  the  new  government  much-needed  legitimacy  in 
the  eyes  of  everyday  Iraqis" 

-  James  Baker,  former  Secretary  of  State 
for  George  H.W.  Bush 
★  ★  ★  ★  ★ 

Q  -  Why  do  we  need  this  resolution  for  withdraiual? 
Hasn't  President  Bush  already  indicated  that  the  U.S. 
will  zvithdraw  from  Iraq? 

A  -  Administration  officials  have  steadfastly  refused 
to  make  a  simple,  unambiguous  statement  that  "it  is 
the  policy  of  the  U.S.  to  withdraw  all  military  troops 
and  bases  from  Iraq."  Many  in  Iraq  believe  the  U.S. 
plans  to  maintain  a  large  military  presence  in  Iraq  to 
gain  access  to  oil  and  reshape  the  region.  Whether 
such  perceptions  are  valid  or  not,  they  fuel  anti-U.S. 
resentment. 

For  answers  to  more  questions  about  the  war  in  Iraq, 
U.S.  policy,  and  FCNL's  Iraq  campaign,  please  visit 
w^ww^fcnl.org.  Submit  your  own  questions  to 
field@fcnl.org  and  our  military  expert.  Col.  Dan 
Smith  (U.S.  Army,  Ret.),  will  select  several  and  post 
answers  on  the  Iraq  web  section.  ■ 


Get  a  Free  FCNL  Cap 

Send  us  20  names  and 
addresses,  and  well  send 
you  an  FCNL  baseball  cap. 

Help  increase  FCNL's  voice  on  Capitol  Hill. 
Send  us  contact  information  for  people  you 
know  who  might  share  your  passion  for 
FCNL. 

For  more  information,  visit  the  FCNL  web  site 
at  www.fcnl.org,  click  on  "Donate  Online," 
and  then  on  the  "Expanding  Our  Circle" 
button. 
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Alberto  Gonzales  and  the  Rule  of  Law 


For  the  first  time  in  more  than  two  decades,  FCNL 
has  strongly  urged  all  members  of  the  Senate  to  vote 
"no"  on  a  high-le\'el  administrative  nomination,  that 
of  Alberto  Gonzales  for  the  office  of  U.S.  Attorney 
General. 

On  Jan.  6, 2005,  Gonzales  testified  before  the  Senate 
Judiciary  Committee's  confirmation  hearing  and 
later  submitted  written  answers  to  some  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  posed  by  committee  members.  In  his  testimo¬ 
ny  and  written  responses,  Gonzales  showed  himself 
to  be  unqualified  to  be  the  chief  law  enforcement 
officer  of  this  country  because  he  was  unable  to  state 
unequivocally  that  the  president  is  not  above  the 
law. 

In  nominating  Gonzales,  who  serv  ed  as  White 
House  counsel  to  President  Bush,  the  President  pro¬ 
posed  an  individual  who: 

■  has  supported  a  policy  that  permitted  AND 
CONTINUES  TO  PERMIT  EVEN  TODAY  brutal 
interrogation  techniques  to  be  inflicted  on 
prisoners  detained  by  U.S.  personnel,  in  direct 
violation  of  the  U.S.  Constitution,  statutes  and 
treaty  obligations,  and  military  regulations; 

■  has  supported  a  policy  that  allows  for  selective, 
discretionary  application  of  Geneva  Convention 
protections,  in  violation  of  U.S.  treaty  obligations 
and  military  obligations; 

■  has  supported  the  President's  use  of  the  "war  on 
terror"  to  create  policies  at  home  and  abroad  that 
usurp  power  from  Congress  and  the  courts;  and 

■  has  supported  the  rule  of  an  individual. 

President  Bush,  over  the  rule  of  law. 

As  a  general  rule,  FCNL  holds  that  presidential  cabi¬ 
net  nominations  should  receive  wide  latitude,  allow¬ 
ing  the  president  to  put  together  an  administrativ^e 
team  that  will  pursue  the  policies  for  which  the  pres¬ 
ident  was  elected.  Far  from  business  as  usual,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Gonzales  nomination  is  an  example  of  the 
rising  tide  of  administration  usurpation  of  power,  a 
usurpation  that  is  undercutting  the  foundations  of 
democracy,  all  in  the  name  of  the  "war  on  terror." 

Human  rights  advocates  raised  serious  questions 
about  Gonzales'  fitness  to  serve  as  chief  law  enforce¬ 
ment  officer  of  the  nation,  given  his  involvement  in 


the  development  of  Bush  administration  policy  of 
unfettered  presidential  power  during  the  "war  on 
terror";  presidential  authority  to  condemn  an  indi¬ 
vidual  to  "enemy  combatant"  status,  with  unfettered 
right  to  impose  indefinite,  secret  detention;  and  nar¬ 
rowly-tailored,  vaguely-worded  policy  documents 
approving  brutal  interrogation  techniques. 

As  White  House  counsel,  Gonzales  provided  the 
legal  arguments  and  justification  for  the  White 
House  policy  on  torture  by  U.S.  personnel,  cut  the 
CIA  loose  from  the  confines  of  U.S.  treaty  obligations 
when  questioning  detainees  overseas,  and  invented 
a  new  class  of  detainees  ("enemy  combatants") 
whom  the  administration  claims  are  not  protected 
by  the  Geneva  Conventions.  In  his  testimony  and 
written  answers  to  follow-up  questions  by  the  Judi¬ 
ciary  Committee,  Gonzales  showed  himself  to  be 
unable  or  unwilling  to  repudiate  or  ev^en  discuss 
these  policies. 

The  United  States  was  built  on  a  foundation  of 
common  values  and  a  written  constitution's 
protection  against  concentration  of  power.  The  U.S. 
embraced  and  ratified  the  U.N.'s  Universal 
Declaration  of  Human  Rights,  the  Geneva 
Conventions,  and  the  Convention  Against  Torture 
and  Other  Cruel,  Inhuman  or  Degrading  Treatment 
or  Punishment  because  of  our  values.  And,  the  U.S. 
Constitution's  insistence  on  faithfulness  to  the  rule  of 
law  binds  us  to  maintain  the  balance  of  power 
between  the  three  branches  of  government,  and  to 
respect  U.S.  statutes,  treaty  obligations,  and  court 
opinions.  Gonzales'  refusal  to  repudiate  dangerous 
administration  policies  has  placed  each  of  these 
commitments  in  jeopardy. 

The  U.S.  experiment  in  democracy  will  not  continue 
to  succeed  unless  the  powerful  as  well  as  those  out 
of  power  respect  the  rule  of  law,  as  applied  to  their 
political  enemies  and  their  political  patrons — and 
even  applied  to  themselves.  It  is  the  rule  of  law  that 
creates  security  for  both  the  insider  and  the  outsider, 
and  that  acknowledges  the  dignity  and  worth  of 
each  human  life. 

Although  confirmation  of  Alberto  Gonzales  to  the 
position  of  U.S.  Attorney  General  is  likely  to  pro¬ 
ceed,  FCNL's  position  is  a  public  witness  in  support 
of  the  rule  of  law.  ■ 


FCNL  Washington  Newsletter,  February  2005 


Page  5 


War  Costs,  Military  Spending,  and  Tax  Cuts 
Threaten  Most  Vulnerable  and  Common  Good 


President  Bush  says  he  wants  to  reduce  the  federal 
deficit.  But  how  can  he  do  this  while  waging  costly 
wars,  increasing  military  spending,  and  cutting  taxes 
further — policies  that  have  contributed  so  much  to 
the  deepening  deficit? 

In  his  fiscal  year  2006  (FY06)  budget  request  in  early 
February,  the  President  is  expected  to  propose  hefty 
increases  for  the  military  and  homeland  security  and 
making  permanent  the  temporary  tax  cuts,  enacted 
over  the  past  four  years.  Also  this  spring,  he  is 
expected  to  request  another  $80  billion  billion  to  pay 
for  the  ongoing  wars  in  Iraq  and  Afghanistan. 

Since  September  11,  2001,  Congress  has  committed 
more  than  $230  billion  for  the  “war  on  terror,"  new 
homeland  security,  and  the  wars  in  Afghanistan  and 
Iraq.  In  addition,  tax  cuts  alone  accounted  for  more 
than  half  of  the  $413  billion  deficit  in  2004,  according 
to  the  Center  on  Budget  and  Policy  Priorities  (CBPP). 

If  the  costs  of  the  wars  ($6  billion  per  month)  and 
military  spending  (more  than  $500  billion  in  FY04, 
including  mandatory  retirement  and  health  care 
costs)  continue  at  current  levels,  the  U.S.  will  spend 
more  than  $2.8  trillion  over  the  next  five  years  wag¬ 
ing  and  preparing  for  war.  Making  the  tax  cuts  per¬ 
manent  will  reduce  federal  revenues  by  another  $2.8 
trillion  over  the  next  ten  years,  according  to  the 
CBPP. 

In  his  FY06  budget,  the  President  reportedly  will  call 
for  more  cuts  in  most  domestic  discretionary  pro¬ 
grams  such  as  environmental  protection,  low-income 
housing  aid.  Native  American  programs,  childcare 
assistance,  conserv'ation,  scientific  research,  public 
health,  and  veterans  programs.  He  also  may  propose 
dramatic  cost-cutting  changes  in  the  law  governing 
Medicaid,  which  provides  health  care  for  millions  of 
poor,  low-income,  and  elderly  people. 

Consider  the  challenges  and  tradeoffs 

■  Hunger  in  the  U.S.  increased  24%  in  1999-2003 
affecting  3.9  million  households  and  9.6  million 
individuals,  according  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Food  “insecurity"  also  increased, 
affecting  13  million  households  (CBPP, 

12/20/04). 


■  More  than  51  million  people  rely  on  Medicaid  for 
their  health  care,  and  over  43  million  did  not 
have  health  insurance  for  the  entire  year  in  2002 
(Families  USA,  2004). 

■  The  Low  Income  Home  Energy  Assistance 
Program  budget,  at  a  time  of  sharply  rising  fuel 
prices,  can  only  serve  17%  of  the  30  million 
eligible  households  (Coalition  on  Human  Needs, 
11/24/04). 

■  One  billion  children  around  the  world  lack  the 
shelter,  water,  sanitation,  schooling,  health  care, 
and  food  needed  for  successful  development 
(UNICEF  Annual  Report,  12/9/04). 

■  In  sub-Saharan  Africa,  the  HIV  /AIDS  pandemic 
has  already  left  12  million  orphans,  and 
continuing  high  death  rates  among  young  adults 
may  cause  the  labor  forces  in  the  worst  affected 
countries  to  contract  30%  to  40%  by  2015. 

(continued  on  page  7) 


Mystery  Donors 

Are  you  one  of  our  “mystery  stock  donors"? 
Each  year  we  receive  gifts  of  stock  electronically 
transmitted  to  our  FCNL  Education  Fund 
account.  The  donor  qualifies  for  a  charitable 
deduction  for  the  full  market  value  of  the  stock 
and  has  no  capital  gains  tax.  The  electronic 
transfer  comes  without  the  donor's  name  so  the 
donor  must  notify  us.  Then  we  can  send  the 
acknowledgment  necessary  for  the  donor's  tax 
deduction. 

But  sometimes  stock  arrives  without  a  notice 
from  a  donor.  We  have  no  way  of  matching  the 
gift  to  a  donor,  no  way  of  saying  “Thank  you." 

If  you  are  one  of  our  “mystery  stock  donors," 
thank  you!  And  if  you  want  to  take  the  mystery 
out  of  it,  just  contact  FCNL  development  staff  at 
800-630-1330  or  deveIopment@fcnl.org.  Tell  us 
the  approximate  date  of  the  gift,  the  name  of  the 
transferred  stock,  and  the  approximate  number 
of  shares.  We'd  love  to  hear  from  you! 
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Is  an  Economic  Draft  Already  Here? 


With  little  prospect  that  combat  in  Afghanistan  and 
Iraq  will  ebb  significantly  in  2005,  it  appears  the  U.S. 
will  have  to  retain  some  120,000-130,000  troops  in 
these  countries  well  into  the  year. 

At  the  same  time,  the  Pentagon  seems  headed  for 
turbulent  times  as  it  strives  to  keep  the  all-volunteer 
force  at  full  strength.  Critics  of  these  wars  use  phras¬ 
es  such  as  “over  stretched"  and  "breaking  point"  to 
describe  the  strains  on  the  force  structure.  While 
morale  is  said  to  be  high  in  active  duty  units, 
increasing  numbers  of  press  articles  describe  morale 
declining  among  National  Guard  and  Reser\^e  units 
whose  tours  are  involuntarily  extended  in  the  war 
zone  or  who  face  the  prospect  of  being  sent  back  on 
second  and  e\Tn  third  tours.  Some  are  refusing  to 
go  back;  others — more  than  5,500 — are  said  to  have 
gone  to  Canada  to  escape  even  a  first  tour. 


FCNL  IN  A  BOX 

Do  you  get  nervous  when  you  are  asked  to 
talk  about  FCNL?  Do  you  wish  you  had  a 
better  way  of  presenting  FCNL  to  groups  of 
people  interested  in  our  Quaker  witness  in 
Washington?  Well,  we  have  just  what  you 
need! 

You  can  order  our  new  presentation  kit 
called  "FCNL  in  a  Box."  The  kit  provides 
everything  you  need  to  present  FCNL  to 
groups  or  to  advertise  FCNL  at  peace  fairs 
and  other  events. 

All  you  need  is  a  tri-fold  presentation  board 
(also  called  a  "science  fair"  board),  glue 
sticks,  printouts  from  our  web  site,  and 
some  of  FCNL’s  informative  publications! 
The  kit  comes  with  very  clear  instructions 
and  a  diagram  to  show  you  how  to  put  it 
together. 

Go  to  our  web  site  at  www.fcnl.org  and  click 
on  "Grassroots  Toolkit"  to  learn  how  you 
can  assemble  this  latest  piece  of  FCNL 
promotional  material.  Please  email 
field@fcnl.org  or  call  1-800-630-1330  if  you 
have  any  questions. 


Beyond  issuing  "stop-loss"  orders  to  keep  soldiers  in 
uniform,  the  Army  is  adding  personnel  and  dollars 
to  its  recruiting  effort.  Retention  rates  for  soldiers 
already  in  uniform  remain  high — for  now — but  the 
services'  reserve  components  are  not  meeting  their 
new  enlistee  quotas.  Complicating  everything  is  the 
five-year  "temporary"  increase  in  active  duty  per¬ 
sonnel — from  480,000  to  510,000 — authorized  by 
Defense  Secretary  Donald  Rumsfeld. 

Recruiters  Seek  Likely  Prospects 

With  recruiting  costs  rising  to  $15,000  per  recruit,  the 
Pentagon  must  employ  its  recruiters  where  they  have 
tlie  best  prospect  for  success.  A  February  2001  study 
for  the  U.S.  Army  Research  Institute  for  the  Behavioral 
and  Social  Sciences  reveals  the  recruiters'  game  plan. 

The  study  "suggested  that  categorizing  potential 
recruits  based  on  their  career  decision-making  patterns 
and  their  parents'  socioeconomic  status  may  be  useful 
for  targeting  recruiting  strategies.  For  example,...more 
financially  constrained,  goal-oriented  youth  may 
respond  more  positively  to  the  educational  or  financial 
benefits  available  through  military  service." 

This  focus  on  financially  vulnerable  youth  in  the 
"lower  middle  class"  is  a  key  part  of  recruiting 
efforts  today.  Technology  in  the  form  of  computer- 
.  assisted  tracking  of  teens  in  "financially  con¬ 
strained"  urban  areas,  where  unemployment  is  high 
and  opportunities  for  advancement  is  limited,  has 
become  standard  practice.  But  this  is  just  the  begin¬ 
ning:  the  pursuit  goes  well  beyond  electrons  and 
beyond  local  high  schools.  It  goes  into  shopping 
malls  frequented  by  "financially  restrained"  families, 
to  weekend  events,  and  even  into  youth  "hangouts." 

Focus  on  Low  Income  Neighborhoods 

Traditionally,  "financially  constrained"  translated 
into  minority  enclaves  where  many  regard  the  mili¬ 
tary  as  a  way  to  improve  one's  prospects  honorably. 
But  when  recruiters  consciously  target  a  neighbor¬ 
hood  or  school — or  as  the  Boston  Globe  put  it,  "satu¬ 
rates  life  at.. .a  working  class  public  school," — the 
public  issue  shifts  from  the  opportunities  available 
to  fulfill  the  aspirations  of  teens  to  the  fairness  of  a 
system  that  intentionally  exploits  the  economic  aspi¬ 
rations  of  others. 

(continued  on  page  7) 


FCNL  Washington  Newsletter,  February  2005 


Page  7 


Economic  Draft  (continued  from  page  6) 

Recruiting  inducements  include  money  for  college 
(up  to  $70,000),  scholarships,  job  training,  and  some 
very  large — as  much  as  $15,000 — ^bonuses  for  enlist¬ 
ing.  Once  they  sign  a  few  new  enlistees,  recruiters 
know  and  play  on  two  teen  propensities  to  pull  in 
more  and  more  recruits:  peer  pressure  to  "join  the 
herd"  by  doing  what  their  friends  do,  and  the  inabil¬ 
ity  to  fully  comprehend  consequences  in  formulating 
long-term  plans. 

The  fact  that  military  recruiters  are  cin  insistent  eco¬ 
nomic  "presence"  in  carefully  targeted  locales  gives 
credence  to  the  charge  that  the  Pentagon's  tactics  for 
filling  the  forces  amounts  to  an  "economic  draft." 


In  a  free  society,  individuals  can  volunteer  to  serv'e 
in  the  military  for  many  reasons  ranging  from  a 
sense  of  duty,  to  patriotism,  personal  responsibility, 
or  economic  advancement.  But  there  is  something 
quite  amiss  for  a  person  to  feel  compelled  to  "volun¬ 
teer"  because  no  other  avenues  for  self-advancement 
are  apparent.  Moreover,  it  is  patently  unjust  to 
require  those  who  complete  their  term  of  service  to 
remain  in  uniform  against  their  will.  For  these,  the 
war  becomes  a  modem  form  of  potentially  lethal, 
involuntary  ser\dtude. 

The  remedy  for  such  injustice  is  not  a  universal  draft 
but  ending  the  wars  in  Afghanistan  and  Iraq.  This 
would  allow  for  new  budget  priorities  that  promote 
equality  of  opportunity  for  all  to  advance  economi¬ 
cally  and  socially.  ■ 


War  Costs  (continued  from  page  5) 

■  150,000  African  children  die  each  month  from 
preventable  and  treatable  malaria  (Jeffery  Sachs, 
Washington  Post,  1/17/05). 

■  The  U.S.  ranks  last  among  22  developed 
countries  in  the  amount  of  overseas 
development  assistance  it  provides  as  a 
percentage  of  GDP  (0.15%)  {Washington  Post, 
1/15/05). 

■  If  the  developed  world  increased  its 
development  aid  to  just  0.5%  of  GDP,  millions  of 
lives  could  be  saved  from  preventable  and 
treatable  diseases;  the  number  of  people  experi¬ 
encing  extreme  poverty  around  the  world  could 
be  cut  in  half.  This  would  cost  the  U.S.  about 
$60  billion  per  year,  less  than  it  is  now  spending 
on  the  war  in  Iraq  each  year  and  a  fraction  of 
what  it  spends  on  its  military  (Jeffery  Sachs, 
Washington  Post,  1/17/05). 

ACT  NOW:  Congress  will  be  debating  federal  budget 
priorities  through  March.  Please  contact  your  members  of 
Congress.  Urge  them  to  shift  military  spending  to 
address  other  pressing  human  needs  at  home  and  abroad 
and  to  roll  back  the  tax  cuts  for  those  who  can  best  afford 
to  pay  so  the  needs  of  the  most  vulnerable  in  our  society 
and  around  the  world  can  be  met.  ■ 


Join  Us  in 
Promoting 
Peaceful 

Alternatives  to  War 


Peaceful 

Prevention 


Order  today  FCNL’s 
booklet,  "If  War  Is  Not 
the  Answer,  What  Is?  The 
Peaceful  Prevention  of 
Deadly  Conflict."  Put 

copies  on  the  literature  table  at  your  meeting, 
church,  or  community  center.  A  new  Spanish 
edition  also  is  available. 

The  booklet  provides  a  thorough  introduction  to 
the  peaceful  prevention  of  deadly  conflict.  Its 
contents  include  frequently  asked  questions, 
concrete  policy  suggestions,  further  resources, 
and  examples  of  significant  conflict  prevention 
work  already  underway  around  the  world. 

A  $2  per  booklet  donation  is  requested.  To  order, 
please  send  an  email  with  your  contact  informa¬ 
tion  to  field@fcnl.org  or  call  1-800-630-1330  ext. 
142.  Or  order  from  the  FCNL  web  site  at 
www.fcnl.org  by  clicking  on  the  blue  "Special 
Publications"  button  and  following  the  links. 
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ECONOMIC  DRAFT  No.  694,  February  2005 

Time  to  Declare  an  Iraq  Withdrawal  Policy 


In  the  weeks  ahead.  Congress  will  receive  a  new  sup¬ 
plemental  funding  request  for  militaiy^  operations  in 
Iraq,  adding  another  $80  billion  or  more  to  the  cost  of 
the  w'ar  and  occupation.  By  the  end  of  2004,  Con¬ 
gress  had  approved  approximately  $187  billion  in 
direct  appropriations  and  associated  loans  and  guar¬ 
antees  for  the  Iraq  w^ar  alone.  The  coming  supple¬ 
mental  could  bring  the  total  Iraq  war  cost  to  more 
than  $260  billion. 

Before  it  gives  the  administration  billions  more  for  its 
failed  war  policies.  Congress  should  insist  on 
changes  to  the  current  approach  in  Iraq — away  from 
war  fighting  and  tow'ard  ending  the  occupation, 
restoring  Iraqi  sovereignty,  and  bringing  U.S.  troops 
home. 

As  a  first  step,  FCNL  is  urging  Congress  to  pass  a 
resolution  stating  clearly:  "It  is  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  to  remove  all  U.S.  troops  and  bases 
from  Iraq."  Such  a  resolution,  while  a  small  step, 
could  help  change  the  dynamics  on  the  ground  in 
Iraq  and  shift  the  debate  in  Washington. 

Thus  far,  the  U.S.  has  not  made  its  intentions  in  Iraq 
clear  to  either  Iraqis  or  the  U.S.  public.  After  two 
years  of  occupation  and  escalating  violence,  many  in 
Iraq  and  around  the  world  believ  e  the  U.S.  is  in  Iraq 
to  secure  access  to  oil  and  exert  a  new  imperialism  in 
the  Middle  East.  These  perceptions  fuel  the  insur¬ 
gency  and  undermine  the  ability  of  the  U.S.  to  sup¬ 
port  reconstruction  and  political  transition  in  Iraq. 


ACT  NOW:  Please  contact  your  members  of  Congress. 
Urge  them  to  initiate  or  cosponsor  a  "sense  of  Congress" 
resolution  stating:  "It  is  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  remove  all  U.S.  troops  and  bases  from 
Iraq."  _ 

The  administration  has  also  not  been  transparent 
with  the  U.S.  public  about  its  plans  in  Iraq.  How 
long  will  troops  remain?  How  many  troops  will  be 
needed?  What  is  the  exit  strategy?  Why  are  so  many 
bases  being  built? 

Congress  has  a  responsibility  to  the  people  of  the 
U.S.  and  the  people  of  Iraq  to  make  clear  that  the 
U.S.  does  not  intend  to  remain  in  Iraq.  A  number  of 
prominent  policy  experts  hav'^e  called  on  the  U.S. 
government  to  state  clearly  that  it  does  not  intend  to 
stay  in  Iraq.  Though  they  may  disagree  on  the  best 
process  for  disengagement  and  withdrawal,  experts 
across  the  political  spectrum  recognize  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  an  official  U.S.  declaration  that  it  will  leave 
Iraq. 

While  the  process  of  U.S.  withdrawal  from  Iraq  will 
not  be  easy  and  must  include  continued  support  for 
Iraqi-led  security  and  rebuilding  of  the  country,  it  has 
become  increasingly  clear  that  the  U.S.  military  pres¬ 
ence  in  Iraq  is  threatening,  not  protecting,  Iraqis.  It  is 
also  costing  U.S.  lives.  Many  members  of  Congress 
are  hearing  painful  stories  from  constituents  about 
lost  loved  ones,  back  door  draft  policies,  and  inade¬ 
quate  equipment  and  care  for  the  troops.  ■ 
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